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THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1-7 and 124 are pending. Group I, Claims 1-73 have been elected 
without traverse in response to the Election/Restriction requirement filed 11/01/04. 

2. The IDS filed 1 1/01/04 has been considered. 

Double Patenting 

Claims 1-73 of this application conflict with claims 1-73 of Application 

No.09/699.015. 37 CFR 1 .78(b) provides that when two or more applications filed by 

the same applicant contain conflicting claims, elimination of such claims from all but one 

application may be required in the absence of good and sufficient reason for their 

retention during pendency in more than one application. Applicant is required to either 

cancel the conflicting claims from all but one application or maintain a clear line of 

demarcation between the applications. See MPEP § 822. 

A rejection based on double patenting of the "same invention" type finds its 
support in the language of 35 U.S.C. 101 which states that "whoever invents or 
discovers any new and useful process ... may obtain a patent therefor ..." (Emphasis 
added). Thus, the term "same invention," in this context, means an invention drawn to 
identical subject matter. See Miller v. Eagle Mfg. Co., 151 U.S. 186 (1894); In re 
Ockert, 245 F.2d 467, 114 USPQ 330 (CCPA 1957); and In re Vogel, 422 F.2d 438. 164 
USPQ 619 (CCPA 1970). 

A statutory type (35 U.S.C. 101) double patenting rejection can be overcome by 
canceling or amending the conflicting claims so they are no longer coextensive in 
scope. The filing of a terminal disclaimer cannot overcome a double patenting rejection 
based upon 35 U.S.C. 101. 



Claims 1-73 of the instant application are provisionally rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 1 01 as claiming the same invention as that of claims 1 -73 of copending 
Application No. 09/699.015. This is a provisional double patenting rejection since the 
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conflicting claims have not in fact been patented. Claims 1-73 of the instant application 
have identical wording as claims 1-73 in provisional application 09/699,015. 

Claim Objections 

3. Claim 2 is objected to because of the following informalities: Claim 2 reads "... 
processing relationship value from an FSO transaction-related data in the FSO 
computer system. This claim would be better read processing relationship value 
from an (Financial Service Organization) FSO transaction-related data in the FSO 
computer system Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

4. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

5. Claims 19, 42, 69, and 488 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112. second paragraph, 
as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject 
matter which applicant regards as the invention. Claim 19 reads "... comprises 
identifying one or methods and one or more properties of an object associated with 
each Do Applicants' mean "... comprises identifying one or more methods and one 
or more properties of an object associated with each ..."? Claims 42 and 69 have a 
similar problem. Claim 488, page 15 reads "wherein the computer system is configured 
to receive a first FSO transaction-related data, wherein the computer system is 
configured to read the selected plurality of field identifiers from the first memory in 
response to the computer system receiving the first FSO transaction-related data, 
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This claim limitation is very confusing, vague, and unclear. It is undeterminable what 
Applicants' are trying to claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

6. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

7. Claims 1-73 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by (US 
6,341 ,287) Sziklai et al, hereafter Sziklai. 

As per claimsl and 51 , Sziklai teaches, A method comprising: displaying one or more 
processing relationship object representations on a display screen in data 
communication with a Financial Service Organization (FSO) computer system 
comprising a database (col. 1 1 , lines 47-55 and col. 12, lines 46-64); selecting one or 
more processing relationship object representations from the displayed processing 
relationship object representations (col. 11, lines 23-33 and col. 12, lines 9-21); 
preparing a processing relationship definition for each of the selected one or more 
processing relationship object representations(col. 12, lines 23-33); and storing each 
processing relationship definition in the database (col. 9, lines 43-57). 
As per claims 2, 25, and 52, Sziklai teaches. The method of claim 1 , wherein each 
processing relationship definition stored in the database is configured for use in 
preparing a processing relationship value from an FSO transaction-related data in the 
FSO computer system (col. 13, lines 23-32 and lines 58 -col. 14, line 12). 
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As per claims 3, 26, and 53, Sziklai teaches, The method of claim 2, wherein the 
processing relationship value is configured for use in identifying an FSO business entity 
as an owner of the FSO transaction-related data (col. 22, lines 10-20). 

As per claims 4, 27, and 54, Sziklai teaches, The method of claim 3, wherein the FSO 
business entity is a company or a business unit or a bank branch office or a regional 
bank or a credit card line or an issuer or an acquirer (col. 22, line 34-col. 23, line 36). 

As per claims 5, 28, and 55, Sziklai teaches. The method of claim 1 , wherein the 
selecting one or more processing relationship object representations is performed by a 
user of the FSO computer system (col. 26, line 48 -col. 27, line 26). 

As per claims 6, 29, and 56, Sziklai teaches. The method of claim 1 , wherein the 
selecting one or more processing relationship object representations is programmable 
or executable by an expert system (col. 7, lines 42-62 and col. 8, lines 25-41). 

As per claims 7, 30, and 57, Sziklai teaches. The method of claim 1, wherein the 
storing the processing relationship definition in the database comprises transferring the 
processing relationship definition to a report record definition stored in the database 
(col. 9, lines 43-57 and col. 10, lines 24-33). 

As per claims 8, 31 , and 58, Sziklai teaches, The method of claim 1, wherein the 
preparing the processing relationship definition comprises creating a highest level 
processing relationship object in a processing relationship structure, wherein the highest 
level processing relationship object represents an FSO (col. 12, lines 55-64). 
As per claims 9, 32, and 59. Sziklai teaches, The method of claim 8. wherein the 
processing relationship structure is expanded by inserting one or more processing 
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relationship objects as descendants of the highest level processing relationship object 
(col. 12, line 46-col. 13. line 13, fig. 3, and fig. 5). 

As per clainns 10, 33. and 60, Sziklai teaches, The method of claim 8, wherein the 
processing relationship structure is edited by inserting or deleting one or more 
processing relationship objects, wherein each of the one or more processing 
relationship objects are descendents of the highest level processing relationship object 
(col. 13, lines 14-22). 

As per claims 1 1. 34, and 61 , Sziklai teaches. The method of claim 1 , wherein the 
displaying one or more processing relationship object representations on a display 
screen comprises displaying values associated with a sequence number and a level 
number (col. 14. lines 1-12 and fig. 5). 

As per claims 12, 35, and 62, Sziklai teaches. The method of claim 1 1 , wherein the 
level number identifies a level in a hierarchical tree (col. 14, lines 5-11). 
As per claims 13, 36, and 63, Sziklai teaches. The method of claim 1. wherein the 
displaying one or more processing relationship object representations on a display 
screen comprises displaying values associated with an object name, an object 
description and an object number for a displayed processing relationship object (col. 18, 
line 60-col. 19. line 22). 

As per claims 14, 37, and 64, Sziklai teaches. The method of claim 13, wherein the 
object name identities a unique name assigned to an object (col. 11, lines 14-33). 
As per claims 15, 38, and 65, Sziklai teaches. The method of claim 1. wherein the 
database is relational or object oriented (col. 14, lines 1-25). Sziklai did not expressly 
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disclose the database is relational or object oriented. However, since the reference 
refers to a table with relationships and JAVA it the database is considered to be both 
relational and object oriented because JAVA is an object oriented application. 

As per claims 16, 39, and 66, Sziklai teaches, The method of claim 1 , wherein the 
selecting a first processing relationship object representation from one or more 
processing relationship object representations comprises positioning a cursor of an user 
input device above the first processing relationship object representation and clicking a 
button of the user input device (col. 28, lines 56-63 and fig.'s 12-18). 

As per claims 17, 40, and 67, Sziklai teaches, The method of claim 1 , wherein the 
preparing a processing relationship definition comprises creating or editing an object 
associated with each of the selected processing relationship object representation (col. 
18, lines 57-59, col. 19, lines 30-32.and col. 20, line 66 -col. 21, line 52). 

As per claims 18, 41 , and 68, Sziklai teaches, The method of claim 17, wherein the 
creating the object comprises identifying a unique object identifier and identifying values 
for the object properties (col. 1 1 , lines 14-33 and col. 13, lines 24-32). 
As per claims19, 42, and 69, Sziklai teaches, The method of claim 1, wherein the 
preparing a processing relationship definition comprises identifying one or methods and 
one or more properties of an object associated with each of the selected processing 
relationship object representation (col. 13, lines 14-22). 

As per claims 20, 43, and 70, Sziklai teaches, The method of claim 1 , wherein the 
processing relationship object representations comprises a class of objects representing 
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a company or a business unit or a bank branch office or a regional bank or a credit card 
line or an issuer or an acquirer (col. 15, lines 21-32 and col. 16, lines 22-34). 
As per claims 21 . 44, and 71 , Sziklai teaches. The method of claim 1 , wherein the 
processing relationship object representations comprises an icon displayed on the 
display screen of the FSO computer system (col. 14, lines 37-41, col. 29, lines 50-52, 
and fig. 8). 

As per claims 22, 45, and 72, Sziklai teaches. The method of claim 1 , wherein a user 
of the FSO computer system executes a processing relationship configuration program 
to prepare the processing relationship definition (col. 9, lines 43-57). 
As per claims 23, 46, and 73 Sziklai teaches, The method of claim 1 , wherein the user 
of FSO computer system executes a processing relationship configuration program to 
reconfigure and store in the database the processing relationship definition in response 
to changing business conditions (col. 9, line 58-col. 10, line 14). 

As per claim 24, Sziklai teaches, A system for processing FSO transactions, the 
system comprising: a computer program; a computer system (col. 14, lines 18-49); 
wherein the computer program is executable on the computer system to execute: 
displaying one or more processing relationship object representations on a display 
screen in data communication with a Financial Service Organization (FSO) computer 
system comprising a database; selecting one or more processing relationship object 
representations from the displayed processing relationship object representations; 
preparing a processing relationship definition for each of the selected one or more 
processing relationship object representations; and storing each processing relationship 
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definition in the database (col. 14, lines 1-49 and col. 29, lines 31-47). This 
independent claim is rejected for the similar rationale as given above for claim 1 . 

As per claim 47, Sziklai teaches, The system of claim 24, wherein the computer 
system comprises a display device coupled to the computer system to display data (col. 
14, lines 36-41). 

As per claim 48, Sziklai teaches. The system of claim 47, wherein the display device 
is a display screen (col. 29, lines 65-67). 

As per claim 49, Sziklai teaches. The system of claim 24, wherein the computer 
system comprises a user input device coupled to the computer system to enter data 
(col. 10, lines 63-65). 

As per claim 50, Sziklai teaches. The system of claim 49, wherein the user input 
device is a mouse or a keyboard (col. 14, lines 63-67). 

Conclusion 

8. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Beier et al (US 5,881 ,379) disclosed keyed database records. 

Inquiries 

9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Ella Colbert whose telephone number is 703-308-7064. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Vincent Millin can be reached on 703-308-1038. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned Is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status infomiation for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://palr-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




E. Colbert 
January 6, 2005 



